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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 4 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 4 recites the 
word "sets" which should be replaced with "set". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

As per Claims 1-7 , Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, 
as containing subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as 
to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly 
connected, to make and/or use the invention. Claims 1-7 are written in "single means 
claim" format since they recite only one element to do all the functions recited. The 
claim is not written in "means-plus-function" language, however, in Fiers v. Revel, 
(CAFC) 25 USPQ2d 1601, 1606 (1/19/1993, the CAFC affirmed a rejection under 35 
USC 1 12 of a claim reciting a single element that did not literally use "means-plus- 
function" language. Claims 1-7 are drawn to any "means for allocating", regardless of 
construct, that performs the function recited. This parallels the fact situation in Fiers 
wherein "a DNA" and a result was recited. The CAFC stated in Fiers at 1606 "Claiming 
all DNA's that achieve a result without defining what means will do so is not in 
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compliance with the description requirement; it is an attempt to preempt the future before 
it has arrived". See also Ex parte Maize!, (BdPatApp&Int) 27 USPQ2d 1662, 1665 and 
Ex parte Kung, (BdPatApp&Int) 17 USPQ2d 1545, 1547 (1/30/1989) where the claims at 
issue were rejected for being analogous to single means claims even though "means" was 
not literally used. Thus, claims 1-7 yield a "means for allocating" that achieves a result 
without defining what will do so. 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

As per Claim 4 , the claim is unclear because it depends from itself (i.e. the claim 
is circular). For the purpose of examination the examiner will assume claim 4 depends 
from claim 3. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

As per Claims 1-14 , the limitations include recitations of "an indicia pool 
utilizing PSD's. . ." and an "indicia manager that initiates queues. . .". Examiner submits 
that when considering these limitations in the broadest reasonable interpretation, the 
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limitations are interpreted as claiming a human being which is non-statutory. If the 
broadest reasonable interpretation of the claimed invention as a whole encompasses a 
human being, then a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 101 must be made indicating that the 
claimed invention is directed to nonstatutory subject matter. See MPEP 2105. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1, 3, 5, 6, 8, 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Kresina et al., Pub. No. US2003/0074324 Al. 

As per Claim 1 and 8 , Kresina et al. discloses a system comprising: 

- an indicia pool utilizing PSD's for generating indicia 
(Para. 32, lines 10-14; Para. 33); 

- a download pool for refreshing PSD funds (Para. 27); and 

- a means for allocating the one or more PSD's among the indicia pool and 
download pool according to indicia generating requirements and funding 
amounts within the one or more PSD's (Para. 24, lines 1-4; Para. 33). 
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As per Claim 3 , Kresina et al. further discloses a system comprising a worker 
pool for initializing and holding PSD's for allocation (Para. 25) 

As per Claim 5 and 12 , Kresina et al. further discloses a system comprising a 
maintenance pool for performing diagnostics on a PSD that cannot perform one or more 
functions (Para. 25; Para. 26). 

As per Claim 6 and 13 , Kresina et al. further discloses a system wherein the 
diagnostics include corrective action for correcting a failure (Para. 25; Para. 26). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claim 4, 7 and 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kresina et al., Pub. No. US2003/0074324 Al. 

As per Claim 4 , Kresina et al. further discloses a system wherein the worker pool 
operates to set a port number for a particular PSD (Para. 24; Para. 144). Kresina et al. 
fails to disclose a system wherein a personal identification number for a particular PSD is 
set. However, Kresina et al. teaches a record containing a serial number for a PSD (Para. 
144). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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of applicant's invention to modify the system of Kresina et al. and include setting a 
personal identification number. Kresina et al. provides motivation to include a personal 
identification number in a PSD in order to keep a summary usage log (Para. 144). 

As per Claim 7 and 14 , Kresina et al. discloses a system that services postal 
security devices that have failed (Para. 25; Para. 26). Kresina et al. fails to disclose a 
system wherein the corrective action includes reloading an operating system and an 
application program of the PSD that cannot perform one or more functions. However, 
Kresina et al. teaches a system that services postal security devices by configuring them 
(Para. 25; Para. 26). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the system of Kresina et al. and include 
corrective action which includes reloading an operating system and an application 
program. Kresina et al. provides motivation to include configuring (reload an operating 
system and an application program) a PSD by revealing it would be done to reinstate the 
PSD into service for a customer (Para. 25). 

9. Claims 2 and 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kresina et al., Pub. No. US2003/0074324 Al in view of Ogg, Pub. No. US2005/0075990 
Al. 

As per Claim 2 and 9 , Kresina et al. discloses a system comprising a request for 
allocation of the PSD's to the indicia pool to service the indicia request (Para. 28; Para. 
32; Para. 33). Kresina et al. fails to disclose a system comprising an indicia manager that 
initiates queues for generating indicia. However, Ogg teaches sending post data (postage 
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indicia, bar code data and image representing the postage amount) to a queue (Para. 3 1 , 
lines 9-12). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify the system of Kresina et al. and include a 
queue with postage data as taught by Ogg because it greatly improves the efficiency of 
system's printer by allowing the printer to operate continuously. 

As per Claim 10 , Kresina et al. further discloses a system comprising a worker 
pool for initializing and holding PSD's for allocation (Para. 25). 

As per Claim 11 , Kresina et al. further discloses a system wherein the worker 
pool operates to set a port number for a particular PSD (Para. 24; Para. 144). Kresina et 
al. fails to disclose a system wherein a personal identification number for a particular 
PSD is set. However, Kresina et al. teaches a record containing a serial number for a 
PSD (Para. 144). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of applicant's invention to modify the system of Kresina et al. and include 
setting a personal identification number. Kresina et al. provides motivation to include a 
personal identification number in a PSD in order to keep a summary usage log (Para. 
144). 

Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims below for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the 
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specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested that the applicant, in preparing the responses, fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by 
the examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fadey S. Jabr whose telephone number is (571) 272-1516. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Fri. 7:30am to 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571) 272-6708. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Fadey S Jabr 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3639 
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